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REMARKS 



reau Sst R r nSiderati0n Wi ' hdraWa ' * *" ^ « ™ respectfuMy 
requested ,n v,ew of the above amendments and the Mowing remarks 

been a^eT ^ " "* ^ " * ^ ^ ^ have 

1. Applicants acknowledge receipt of tbe Examiner-initialed Form 1449for.he 
Supp e tal lnf D ,, c|osure statemen( App|]can(s flfed or .h 

n,„a,ed November 19, 2003). However, Applicants have no, received tbe initialed 
Forms 4 9 indicating the ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

OS led Marcb 4, 2004, and again rec.es, , , n addition, Applicant, are resubmi ing 

oo / h 1 T ber 1 1 ' 2001 and ,he Supptemen,al ,DS fited °" 

2002 of wh,ch tbe Patent Office indicated i, Has no record. „ is requested ,ha,L ' 
Exam,ner ,n„ia, the PTO 1449 forms indicating consideration of the December 1 2001 
and February 21, 2002 IDS-, and mail them to the undersigned 

Dunng the interview, Applicants' representative proposed filing an RCE to 

he RCE IT 60 *"- A ' ,h0U9h APP,iCan,S " Wi " in9 t0 * *» RCE * 
he I n7 PrematUr6 ViSW °' «"* ,ha ' the °*» has no, considered 
Sr: s,b n0, T Ve - ,tiSr ~V-^ed,ha„hereferencesof,h t 
esp n se t0 me flrst 0fflce Actjon tha( no indjcation ^ ^ P u , 

had been rece.ved by Applicants. Applicants appreciate *. assurance in ,he finT 

Office ACon ,ha, ,he references wil, be promptly considered. Entry o, the presl 
-end , s f| , a| r ejec(ion ^ respec(fu||y ^ sQ J ese 

two IDS s can be considered in this application. This wil, avoid the inequitable 
Poss,b„„y ,ha, ,he prior art o, the two IDS's tha, was timely fi,ed in this pp i t i on and 
no. —red by the Pa,en, Office wi,l be used ,o r ej ec, claims submijd a Jl 
RCE I, ,s a,so respectfully submtted as discussed during ,he interview ,hat 
Office m,sapp„ed or misinterpreted ,he Maeda reference. The amendments also pic 
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he da, ms etter fom for appea| |t . respectfui|y submit(ed 
show,ng satisfies 37 C.F.R. 1 , 1 6 . ^ of the presen , ^ ^ j 

2 Examiners Rao and Ton are thanked for courtesies extended during a ' 
persona intend conducted on October 25, 2004 with Applicant undersigned 
representative and senior scientist of assignee Ken, Displays incorporated, Dr. Asad 
Khan. Exam.ner Rao requested that the undersigned expiain on the record why the . 
persona, ,n,en,iew was appropriate under the patent ruies after final rejection 

TI^Z rePreSen,atlVe ' ndiCated ,hat ™ ^™ "-ause the 

Paten Oft,e appeared to misunderstand Applicants' invention and how it differed from 

«h aoolica 7 9ran,ed ^ EX3miner Ra °' S ^ ^l of 

.he p^cat, n or expediting the case for appeal was accomplished during the in erview 

Dunng the ,n,erv,ew, Applicants indicated their willingness to advance the prosecution 

even ,f ,t was necessary to submit an RCE. Therefore for the *hnv= 

c - 1 "ererore, Tor the above reasons t was 
appropnate to conduct the interview after final rejection 

claim 3 s PP "° antS aPPredate EXaminer Ra °' S acknowl ^ g ment during the interview that 
cla.m 35 overcomes the rejection over the Maeda reference. Cairn 35 has been 
amended in the manner discussed during the interview. The other independent claims 
nciude features tha, are related to claim 35 although the claim scope varies T e I 
amendments to claim 35 and the other claims should no, be construed as an adli " 
of the relevance of Maeda. In fact, these amendments were conceded to for the 

cTiTco r an r:' expediency - The ,em " ,iquid ^ t * 

cla,m 1 contemplates a means for driving the display, which was exp.icitly added 
Terms such as -adjacent" were changed to ,er m s such as "located between" to ' 
e ona„ y describe the location o, the display components. The amendment that 

"^vtt:^ office Action ' was ^ - - 

second to rst. The term "ambidextrous circular polarizer was clarified by using ,he 
term b.-d.reCona, circular polanse," Use of the term "bi-directional circular poianz r" 
was approved b y Examiners Rao and Ton during ,he interview (see, among o 
Places, page 2, line 23 and the figures of the specification for support, 
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As stated during the interne* Maeda is directed to a device that includes a much 
rfferen, TN/STN display. No motivation is provided in the references that wo d ead 

zr, play in Maeda ,hat emp,oys a — 

b stable focal con,c and pianar textures that are electrically addressed so as to produce 
an,mage along with the other claimed common of elements including a bi-d c iona, 

2 7 : ,ransflector and m source - Even * a - -s 2 

th d scloses a bistable choles.eric display, which it is submitted is no, the case one 

T^rZT'T^ " b6tWee " - — Z ay 

the chole a " d WOUW C ° mPare ,he biS,abte display t 

•he ch^stenc ayer of Maeda, polarized „gh, separator, which is not even a disply 

Dunng the interview Applicants' undersigned representative and Dr Khan 
exp.a,ned fundamental differences between TN/ STN displays and bistable cholestatic 
cu,d crystal displays. Dr. Khan presented a demonstration display (demo, i,,^ I 
^operation of one embodiment ^ ^ ^ < «. ng 

b,s« ble cholesteric dispiay is very optically deferent than a typical TN cel, „ was 
xpla.ned that the bistable cholesteric LCD of the present invention includes foca conic 
and refieCve planar textures that are stable in the absence of an electric field OnTe 
po rt ,ons o the LCD are placed in e«her texture they remain darK (foca, coni or ^, 
(Planar, when the f.eld is removed to maintain the displayed image. In contrast foe! 

™. STN) requires a "polarized light separator (in the words of Maeda, tha, linear, 
P-™. ig .. This is deferent than the bi-directional circular polarizer featur " 

et r x :r inven,ion ' wwch - n *** ~ <" « - <™ 

iP r n9 passins circu,ariy po,arized ,i9M to *• — "™* «»~ 
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3. It was agreed during the interview that the rejection of claims 35-43 based on 
informalities under section 1 1 2 was overcome by amending the tat full paragraph of 
cla,m 35 to read "the second side being closer to a viewer of the display device than the 
fimtside" as suggested by Examiner Rao (emphasis added). 



4. Claims 1-5 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103 over Maeda U.S. Patent No 
6,285,422; and claims 7-18 and 26 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103 over Maeda 
and further in view of Aso U.S. Patent 5,965,874. Claims 35-43 also appear to have 
been rejected under §1 03 in view of Maeda alone or combined with Aso. 

The rejections of claim 35, of claims that depend from claim 35 and of claims 1 2- 
18, have been overcome as discussed herein and during the interview. It is also 
submrtted that independent claims 1 and 26, and the claims that depend from them are 
also patentably different from Maeda for the same reasons that were discussed herein 
and dunng the intend. Independent claims 1 and 26 describe, totorefc. the function 
of the bi-directional circular polarizer circularly polarizing light incident from either of the 
oppos.ng sides including passing circularly polarized light to the layer of chiral nematic 
bqwd crystal material. These features are absent from Maeda as discussed during the 
interview. 

5. New Claims 44-46: 

Claims 44-16 are similar to claim 35 except that they describe a bi-directional 
circular polarizer in terms of its functions: circularly polarizing light incident from either of 
the opposing sides including passing circularly polarized light to the layer of chiral 
nematic liquid crystal material; and except that they do not use means-plus-function 
language with regard to electrically addressing the chiral nematic liquid crystal layer. 

Moreover, claim 45 adds the feature wherein the liquid crystal material reflects 
light from the display that has an S3 stokes parameter greater than 0.75. I, is submitted 
that claim 45 overcomes Maeda. 
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Moreover, claim 46 specifies the presence of an outer substrate that has one 
surface in contact with the liquid crystal .ayer and another surface that forms an outside 
of the display device. This is not disclosed by Maeda, which requires the use of a linear 
polarizer above its LCD. 

It is respectfully submitted that the above amendments, taken in conjunction with 
the foregomg remarks, place all pending claims of this application in condition for 
allowance. Accordingly, an early Notice of Allowance for this application is respectfully 
solicited. 

Dated: October 28 2004 d ^ „ 

' uu ^ Respectfully submitted, 




Paul A. S< 
Reg. No. 34,429 
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